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Bef ore WLKINS, N EMEYER, and HAM LTON, Circuit Judges.

No. 98-7692 affirmed and No. 98-7693 di sm ssed by unpublished per
curi am opi ni on.
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UNI TED STATES ATTORNEY, Ral eigh, North Carolina, for Appellee.
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PER CURI AM

In No. 98-7692, Paul Nagy appeals the district court’s order
denying relief on his 28 U S.C. § 2241 (1994) petition. W have
reviewed the record and the district court’s opinion and find no
reversible error. Accordingly, we affirmon the reasoning of the

district court. Nagy v. Lapin, No. CA-98-779-5-H(E.D.N.C. Cct. 7,

1998)." In No. 98-7693, Nagy petitions this court for a wit of
mandanmus directing the district court to act on his 8§ 2241 peti -
tion. In light of the district court’s final order denying the
8§ 2241 petition, we dism ss the nmandanus petition as noot. W deny
| eave to proceed in forma pauperis, deny the notion for oral argu-
ment, and deny as nobot the notion to expedite. W dispense with
oral argunent because the facts and | egal contentions are adequat e-
ly presented in the materials before the court and argunent woul d

not aid the decisional process.

No. 98-7692 - AFFI RVED

No. 98-7693 - DI SM SSED

*

The district court refers in its opinion to Nagy' s pendi ng
42 U.S.C A 8 1983 (West Supp. 1998) action challenging the forced
adm ni stration of medication. Because the Defendant in that case
is a federal, rather than a state, actor it is actually a Bivens
action that is pending in the district court. See Bivens v. SiXx
Unknown Naned Agents of Fed. Bureau of Narcotics, 403 U S. 388
(1971).




